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THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC-SAFETY RADIO ASSOCIATION, INC.

The California Public-Safety Radio Association ("CPRA")
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IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE/MIGRATION PATH

CPRA supports "Option A" of the LMCC migration plan, with the

understanding that Public Safety will retain the additional

channels created, so that an organized, coordinated

implementation may take place with minimal impact on the

existing systems.

CPRA finds the concept presented by the AAR to split the 150

MHz band into 15 kHz/7.5 kHz channels has merit and deserves

further consideration, but is concerned how U.S. operations

conducted under such a plan would be impacted by the

operations of stations in Canada and Mexico. The current

spacing (15 kHz in the U.S. against 25 kHz spacing in Mexico)

causes frequent situations of harmful interference to safety

of-life communications. CPRA encourages the Commission to

take this opportunity to address this severe problem.

CPRA is concerned that the Notice attempts to legislate

technology in its current form, as compared to the regulation

of technology.

SPECTRUM EFFICIENCY

CPRA appreciates the intent of Commission to increase the rate

at which communications takes place, while decreasing the

occupied bandwidth. CPRA is very concerned that this goal



does not appear to account for very high data rate

communications, such as live-motion video or digitized images,

requiring large amounts of bandwidth. CPRA recommends that

this aspect be fully explored.

CPRA feels the periodic review of technology on the part of

the Commission is a better approach than to mandate the

doubling of data and voice channel capacity on a set schedule.

FREQUENCY COORDINATORS

CPRA affirms it recommendation to establish one Public Safety

coordinator if a pooling of Public Safety services is decided

upon. CPRA opposes the recommendation of the PSCC to become

the sole coordinator, as CPRA believes the PSCC is not

representative of all Public Safety interests.

TERMINATION OF THE UHF TV/LAND MOBILE SHARING DOCKET

CPRA is totally OPPOSED to the termination of the UHF-TV/Land

Mobile Sharing Docket. Essential Public Safety Communications

activities for most of the Los Angeles-Long Beach urban area

are conducted in this spectrum, which provides a level of

interoperability never before achieved in this area. To have

the Public Safety community return this spectrum would only

make a critical spectrum shortage worse.



RESUBMISSION OF APPLICATIONS

CPRA opposes the proposed change from sixty days to thirty

days for resubmission of applications returned for

corrections. This does not allow time for follow up actions

with the FAA, for example, or for further required frequency

coordination activities. CPRA instead supports lengthening

this period to ninety days for Public Safety applicants.

SEPARATE RULES FOR PUBLIC SAFETY

CPRA agrees with the Commission that the concept of economic

stimulation is a good one; However, CPRA strongly recommends

the Commission develop separate rules for the Public Safety

services , with their different operating conditions, providing

communications systems to cover an entire geo-political

division as compared to the other services where a fixed

radius method of operation is acceptable.


